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a trans¢ript of President Reogan 's news cqnicrerm last nighl

'W
m wmlrum as recorded by The New York Times:

romyko
Mﬁ.’&'"
ment

* gin new negot!ationl
. spacé arms.
2 mr objective in these talks will be
the reduction of nuclear arms and the
. st of stntegio ltlbﬂltya
Our ultiiate goal, of wuxso. is the
eompletg eu:plmdon " nuclear
{1 want to talgeo ap%ort\mi ity to
ghna and the rest of our Jeleun
r a lob well done. Their teas
<0 Am rican d!plo-
ma at best.
cx Quy differences wnh the Soviets m
g kit
nef
4 Nﬂl m t!m hvue' sa central to

[ves, our:
am«.'fga the o B3 wa'wm
pers

"And while wa must continue i
ist b Lh Soviet
3 o ot Hoedors and mmur

em or \‘hése of. ot.her nmonl. We must.

red to work together 1
whommP posslble to strengthen the %}‘ow, Helen.
QUEST[ONS AND ANSWERS
( 1 think some of those wh recession led to the next one being
weawn’ Negotlatlons O calli::dfor that on the Hul mﬂ worse and inflation higher and une!
: Mr. Président; it you are flex« reoo izet Social Securl Klvymenc greater and so forth.
you to'trade off re« _ a surplus, Soclal Securit not ave made a great start on a re-
in’ Star Wars technology for o( Lho deﬂclt pmblem. lt is totally fl. - covery that is based on sound princi«
deep cuts in the Soviet nucfo ar« ax and that tax - ples and mn on artificially sllrnulab . moral
you set in ) ag” iuomI{d catedloumone T0- yAndwaregolngm
your advisers say, against anynegoﬁn gram. if Social Security s, stay with a pIan of Lha 1 think
ations on Star rsg? were reduced yw could not take t.hn t a tax increase ters
o As Well, Iet me say what has m ‘money saved and use it to fund som¢ gioducdve‘ And 1 lhink nlm that to-
called Star Wars; and, He!en. 3 other program in the deﬂc:t n would y, even though you all had tha re«
ed that s(mply £0 back (nto tbe port that there was a fraction of a pers
‘would take it back a beca\lse rust fund. So I think thn it' cent of increase in the unemployment
gives a false impression of what it is far more mﬂtabla —theideaofbal. rate for December over November,
talking about. But that will be get — to turn to the pro-  1'd like to point out that — and the
on the table with , of sxams Lhat are really causing the statisticlans a]ways do a ma -
course. There’s no precondif ith: ficil however, ‘there w
to the talks that we’m going to 16 employed ln Lha Umled stateg
have. But,thisis . m| er v.han were employed in
program and it is within " - ently theré were
sions of the ABM freaty. So alY that more new entrants to d';s job market,
we ve made clear is that we’re gmns Mr., Presldent amaninthesub. But we re peopl e em] oyed

y on the research. But we've
nbo nmds it clear that if that re-
search

world apd with our allies about what
to do about that and whetber and how

ars, even if you don't

A:...it'son the table only because

lmeuitsmx
.we made 1tverygl:ar
leeansnnmjnsla rgaining

INo.Ohno No. No. Whoops.

Verificationof Pact
3 Mr. President, n he past you

val Unkm
u an evil empire. M{w
thatthey have. lepeo lv;i;:late(l %e
they have made
with thm States. Some of your
advisers today doubt Lbalmezecb-
nology exists to adequa:jely vedfy a.ny

you
mposslblaordoywthink the
Soviets will try to violate any agree-

‘impossible. B c verl
nauon to ths extent possible gvlns

tobeoverynem feature
Iww.lduketoalso
the;
lear ,
mvmwlearwea?on: is far easier to

Gary.
Q Mr Pmldent. th:mk you.

Soclal Securlty Costs
Q Mr. President, thank

ty, 1 ed on was that
we might be faced with an over.
wh bipartisan mn&;ﬁty in both
Houses in support of that, Well, I
don’t talk about what I would or
would not be d until somethlng
renchel my desk, but I think ‘wouls
wwl ld have to look at that situa.
and what I wa- faced with, with
rewud to a possible Congressional

mandats
Onthcmherhand Thayetosa this
Secugty

q-abwgz;

. budget to the Cor

OPENlNG STATEMENT B

When I spoka befora the United Na-
tions General Assembly this past Sep-

proposal
structive relationships between East

and
Toda it's sy hope that this wéek’s
> Genyuvt, while only a sin-

?10 ste&is the beginning
tween th| Unit s nteu nnd

lt’s also my h that as 1983 un.-
fv]d:, this year will emerge n one of

dialogue and negotiations,
leads to better relations betwoen the
United States and the Soviet Union.

1 believe a more mb!o peace is
achievable

, and r nﬁ Americml 0 jo{n
u: in sy this search for a
more stal
But it ukea two sides to hava con-
structive negotiations; one side alone
cannot do it. We've made clear our in«
tentions and ations for
et relations.
hultz has

ary S reinforced:
 that mess i in his lengthy sessions

Wi myko. For m
we'll be ﬂexible, patient eter-
mined. And we now look to the Soviet
Unlon to heIp give new life poste
0 that process of dla-

w?y in New York Cny took a gun and
shot four youths who a%paren J wen
trying to shake: ithout

3

cvurts. because that does prohibit me
on that particular

case In ;eneral, thlnkwe all can un-

derstand the frustration ol

who are constantly

crime and feel that law and order ll

not pamdhlnrly rotecting the

the other hand, I think we all reama

there xs a breakdown of civilization If

lg start t the law in their
own hands. So while we may feel un-
derstanding or sympathy for some-
one who was tested beyon

trol, his ability to control hh-nself at
same time we have to abide by the

law and stand for law and order.

Q. Sir, many Americang feel that
there is no law and older. tha! the
lice ejther are unable -
cientl" in force to do Lhek {obs. What

the alternative for Amer-

A. Well there apparently are some
centers of crime and places where
criminals have found hag;zy hunting
more than others, But actually we've

makinq sizable pm ess in the
last few yea; to law en-
forcement; 1or the llm time, I think,
since the Crime statistics have beer
kept. In the last two yeaxs they hava
gone down; two years
%mto serlous crime. sa a Iot Dt it. 1
depends on all of us and
istin; on law and order,
Idon't blame the pollce 30 much for

- What we've seen over the

ears.
There's a kind of an attitude in the
whole structure of every
place else in crlms in which it seemed
that twm zealous in prot
the criminals’ dg,hts and Im'got about
the victim. And, I , if we have
stricter enforcem ot and stricter
punishment, we’ll continue to see de-
clilx;{ouin crime.

Campaign Promises

Q. Mr. President, have di'ou palnted
ourself into a corner wif
aign promises to raise taxes only
over your dead body, not to cu; S;)clal
efense

appears to many
walked away from the deficit
lerin or L"llo udi et pé-oblem
gong m eave ongress.

in the ﬁm few days of Feb-
will be submit!

are

want to do what the

my re sibimy o submit a lmdget
to submit it. Ang uurtu t

lx to hnve a budget that yverau
dmg will be no greater in '86 than

pending in

But slr i! yvu trust the people
party it seems to rne

th,at ﬂ keep all your promises
there’s no way that you can accom-

push that

A. 1 just don't believe them. First of
think that the risk of a tax in-
crease of slowing down the economy
and putting us right back in a
that we’ve had since World War II,
eight recessions in a row. And every

Ve M

today, but just as one fi
reason I brought that up £] to pqlm out
there are. 340, 0re Peop o in
December, unan! cipated 1'm sure b;
many who are now taxpayers ang
who will be contributing to Goves
ment’s revenues, And the best way to -
increase Governmeént's revenues is
not by increasing the rates.. Tha best..
way 3 by keeping the rates down but

increasing the economie upsurge.

Staff Changes

Mr. President, you said aftey
gw%r re-election yvu’ JYZ mn want tg

up a R4
three to] assistanu are Ieavina the
White House, and Mr. Deaver and
Mr. Clark are lew the Adminis.
tration entirely. you going mto
¥ ‘mr‘B second At:ﬁm wnh a semnm8
st am? 't you gof
feel a mue Ionely wldwut yo%r long.
time California aide:

A. Well, of course, 'u miss any one
of those. We've been a fing team, and
any that feel they have to leave — but
it Wwas no great surprtsa to me. I said

m the &nnmg 1wanted peo-

ple to take thesd gsmons in Govern-

ment, but I t setting any time
limitas to how long Lhey hadtostay.1

ow that some ple can only st:év'
a short time and }hen they have to
turn to their own private lives and ca-
reers, And I said that I would then go
out and find someone to replace them
when that time came.
Clark — 1'd like to

0 Secret:
t out that Secre Clark, at my
hest, was in public life !onger thanl
was because, between belng Gover-

nor of Californfa and bein; President,
Thad a few years as a civilian. Hedid-
n’t. Due to me, he was on the Califor-
nia State Supreme Court. He's given
18 years to public life, away from his
pnvate life. And he told me a couple
of years ago. And he stayed on when I
urged him at that particular time to
do 0, for a while. But I've understood
that he wag coming to the polnc that
he wanted to and would return.
Mike Deaver, I knew that if there

+ was a second term that he didn’t feel

r.hat he could go for eight years. He'll ~
be very much missed. But some of the
o&her le you mentioned, the §¥n
chairs at the Cabinet
table The still be around. I don’t
care whl side of the table the) rs
talking from, I’ll be listening.

Talks on Weapons

Q. Yes sir, I'm a littlé confused by
riginal answer on, it
“Star Wars,” if we can

ywu re willing to negotiate about it
ow, but you also said that you wmt
to go forward with research and only
really discuss limits after it proves
out whether the plan is feasible or not,
which is sometimes perhaps beyond .
your term, in 1990 o
The question m now, n Lhe talks.
that are goi s year,
would you conslder setting limits on
the deplnyment and the testing of
“star Wars
Chris, I think that would be way
ahead of ourselves. We don’t evel
what kind of a weapon, if we’ rv
abla to come up with one, that this
would be. Now, I think mnyi)e some ot
have been I

ooking at some of
those dra 'S on your TV news pm-
grams at night in which you've al-

ready got a picture of ths weapon,
can see it shooting missiles
dowu. and it looks so eas Wa don’t
know. That's why, when sald “Star
Wars,” and criticized it, 1 never men-
tlnned space or, nnyﬂung don't
know, I’m not a scientist.

President Reuln upeuklng at news conference last night.

people wi
 theirs. Wo re sea.

"Thp New York Times/Georgs Tames

1said all Lhmugn history we've al-

ways been able to come up with a de-

fensive wea isn't it worth re.
m' ed if therd isn't some

sa t the only de-
fense we have lnzhenuclearn e is
that if Lhey km tens of millions of our
11 kill tens of millions of
for a weapon

| _ that might destroy nuclear weapons,

not be nuclear itself, destroy weap-
ons, not le. And, if we come up
with such a thing, then Is the time to
turn to v.he world, to vur ames. sie
bl even our aév say,

now have th " And if we

_ haven't by that time eliminated nu- .

clear weapons entirely, this could be
?h big ggnmbuﬂng factor to bringing

at

But aren't you running the risk

of%mvma these arms tnﬁ:
down over this issue? Thc Sov'lets say
that that's their to r &

"A. No, no, One of the three phases
that has been a m, in what I
think is a most succass meeting in

Geneva, i3 that we will be t in |
three g

roups about strategic nuclear

weay — these are offensive weap

“ons P-im:bout stmteg;c mtemedmte-

Eg!mn ensive —
m\;sthem willbea sector wl‘:nrg

wea things down that
arems oeorw ether it's weapons
inspace shooungdown And, as I'say,
what we’re doing with this resea:

— and the Soviets had no argument
about that, they couldn’t argue about
it— i3 {0 résearch, continue research-
ing, is within the provisions of the
ABM treaty.

Budget Tactics

Q. Mr. President, in response
Gary's
you might accept a freeze in Social
Security Colas
by Congress. Would alsq acce t
cuts in mmnry spending
c}x;e s if Congress presst ed yw on
that

A.No, I feel that a tax increase, as I
say, would be counter- producnve and
would set us back in the very
that we have aocom lished in thesa
first four tend to carry.
And that i3 an economlc expansion.

With regard to defense, here,
again, I hava to say defense is not a
program in which we can determine
what we want to spend. That is dic-
tated by outside influences, things
outside our count;

And I would like to point out that
the Defense Department has come in
onits uw-n, voluntarily, with a bigger
cut been asked of it for the
first year, for 1986,

Now they point out — and I think I
support them in this very logically —

hat lt is impossible to maks a projec-
tion over or five years as to
wha! you will spend in those out

Wh t if some development on the
Gther side of the ocean absolutely
makes it necessary for us to do some-

pin trem down to the out years, but to
accept that here, in g {n.lth they
have come up with, :u 1 suy. a blggar
mgr:gse thmI\ waﬁ asked. treution &
may I cal attention to
something else, nndyw}'be w¥w 'd like
to rally around th a few
editorfals. I think this pollcy some
time ago of the Congress demanding
that the President submit a budget
and then, based on that budget. sub-
mit pmjecuona for what
ment budgets are going to be for the
next five years — there isn't any
economist in the world who can do
that and accurately tell you what
you're going to need down the road,
And I'd like to point out that all of
the projections that we inherited went
out the window; they dn‘t mitch
what wa're dolng now. And I thi
I know that most ol Lhe

. states et alon just fine with consti.

tuﬁona prav(snna that they can’t
have deficits and with governors hav-
ing to present a budget for that year
and a budget, tben, ‘when the next
year Cﬂmel around.
those fmlecﬁm. frankly, 1
pa no attention to them.
S ty putung :onh a budge‘t]s (
your own or
deﬂcir rednv:uon. aren’t you 4
gdngcongrusmdothm!lm?

'

uestion, you indicated Lhat .

A. No., w:m goingbto reab dg
Wae're going to sul mntq udget
igat sets us on that declining
And, as I say, our aim s a budget Lha
i3 based, ah, that will be no more Lhan
th rnoney spent in 1985. And that's
! et and we intend to meet that

ere are a couple of things we
can't control. For example, the inter-
est on the debt. So we have to make
allowances in other areas and find

cuts that we can e there.
slmpla it the

budget was of such a nature that you

d simply say, everybody ipend
the same amount of money next year;
we can’t, Some are going to §|
more; some are g to spend less,
and some we're just going to wipe out
entirely.

Summit Meetlng

Mr. Presndenl,
indicat

A. To have a meeting, as I said be-
fore, just to haveameeﬂng. doant

to H
ations can start and where. If at any

time a reason arises in which a sum-
mit could be helpful in that or in other
matters and a carefully planned
agenda created, which Y-hem-
selvea have said

simply to say, ‘“Well, now Lhat we're
o talk about these
ve a meeting just to 5et ac-
qualnte:n'd‘ That builds up pe&pes
hopes. me previous Presidents
'havedmemtandhmgﬂtbblt?elec-
dcwn was, wag very terrible. erry.
Couid you tell o f that

fet’s

ly
plamed agenda and, incidentally,
there was no iting among our
group. And 13 people that went over
Lhere as the total delegation were in
mplete unanimity in their support
ol what we arrived at. And they were,
all of Lhem, experts in their fields.
And there has been no infighting, as
some Puve suggested, about what we
were going to talk af;out there. And
there was very careful planning, and
oy last me with George and Bud
Mcl-‘arlane was just a few hours be-
fore they got on the plane to go over
, there. But we had agreed upon what
our agenda was going to be and what
our demands were. Harry.

T T Aldto Nicaragua

Q. Mr. President, the time is draw-
mg near when you will have tqcem

to Congress whether there's a need to
continue supplying aid to {he Tebel
forces insida Nicaragua. And I'd liké
to ask if you intend to press on with

0]
opment that has occurred that would
permit the

overall ideas of help such as were
created by the Kissinger Commission
down there, a program proposed for
over about the next five years, bo help
those nations that are f)
come democracies to be democracm
and to support the le of Nicara-
gua who, I have to point out, are gov-
by a Lbat tock vver by
force, Dusteﬁ ers’ that
ﬁghtinx for a revolution and l
— and they are suj ing the
rrillas that are trying to over
throw the duly elected guvemment of
El Salvador and, No, we're not re-
treating from what we feel are abgﬁa,
tions there in Central America at

Strateglcpllsslles

Q. Th Mr. President. By
the end of %ou @ year, if the United
States continues to deploy its strate.
gjcsubmaﬂnes. as planned, it will ex-

ceed the limits for strategic missiles
under SALT 11, Mr, President, What
is your intention with respect to that
agreement? Are you g\) ing to de-
crease the number of ICBM's and out-
moded submarine missiles in order to
keep that SALT II agreement alive,
even though it’s not ratified?

A, Well, we have been holding to
;\hﬂat‘:nd thouy : that it w(lmld be help-

now what we're planning an
forward with. We have been
eummtlng some of the older mis.
siles and taking out some of the sub-
marines, We will continue on that
round. The development of the Tri-
lent is not so much In the sense of
adding w the nuclear force as it 18 in
‘moderni; it lac older,
less accurate missiles and subma-
rines with not quite the capacity of
the Trident. So, yes, we feel that we
can live within
Remember Lhat SALT II is nothing
but a limitation on how fast you in.
crease weapons, which is one of the
reasons why I was in support of a Sen-
ate—-even though I wasn't here at the
time — that ref to ratify it. And
that's why my bellef is that the type of
ne 1ations we're suggesting are the
ly ones that make sense. Don't
lumt the rate of increase —
the number of weapons.

Q. Mr. President, your aides have
sald that they have some inrovative,
interesting ideas if the negotiations
are resumed, What are your ideas —
defensive weapons aside -- what are
your ideas for reducing offensive s?'s-
tems — ideas that were not put for.
ward in the negotiations that were
aborted and that could offer some
‘hope for progress in this new round of
negotiations now?

A, Well, 1 don’t want to give away
Yth&na in advance the that
belong at the negotiating tablé. But,

yes, one of the that we'vemade
clear to the Soviets is that wG  recog-
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ucc-

nize there mlybe differences wiLh r&
gard to the mix of wea]
sides and we're prepared to deal vm.h
that problem, and where perhaps we
have something that is an advamago
to us, they have something th:
advantage to them, to discuss trade-
offs in that area. It is true that when
we first went into the strategic mis-
sile negotiations we believed that the
to] priority should be land-based mis-
siles. But the Soylets made it plain
Lhat they weren't foll our pat.
, the mix of missiles, that they
placed more reliance than we did on
the land-based and they didn't wait
for us when we told them that wé
were willing that, 0.K., to deal with
them on that problem. They went
home anyway and didn't come back.

But these are new negotiations,
Both sides rule that they're new ne-
gotiations.

Q. Mr., President, you started the
week with a number of suxpriseu
changes in your staff. I'm wondeﬂni
now ‘g‘vu have the opportunity il
youwouldn’t like to get any m.hex;;ﬁer\
sonnel ch es off your chest, such as

a replacement for Mr.,
clark I8 nt true, for example, that
Mr. Hodel is going to replace him?

A.Tain't tal 3 X‘ll tell you when

we've made a decls|

Geneva and Détente

Thank yvu, Mr. Presidmt Do
you t the Geneva meetings
this week and the resumption of arms
negotiations in the near future might
lead to the new era of détente that Mr.
Chernenko caued for last November?

. 1 think
lhi.ng: talked aboul other than just

pons. And yes, but let me make
pxam about détente That is a word
mtsbeenaumeabusedmthepast
in some ways. Yes, we would
wmesuchathmg::l asnwasa
two-way street. problem in the
t has been that it has too much
n a one-way street. And we were
going the wrong way on that street.

So we very deﬂ.mtely are uying to.

arrive at a position in
settle some of the other bnateral and
regional issues, and trade malte‘rs.
thm are at odds betwe
Q. What about all lbs manexs like
Afghanistan, Southeast Asia, pi
lems there, would they come up as
weu?
;K not and, well, I can’t
say wb er we voiced our I%)mim of

meetings.
weuomudoﬂnmelmghomahhoss
meetmga But,
And we've made it ves
what our wmkm is
practices.

clear to them
some of those

Post for Nixon

Q. Mr, President, are you about to
name former - Pr den

Nixon to a post in

tion, perhaps asa rwlng lmbuudor
of soms sort, or perhaps somehow

vnlve;i inthe

Well, he has neyer Sugges!
hhnsell that he had an Luterest in
tfdng and, no, we have no such

p nns
Q. Have you been consulti wlv.h
him on the arms talks, or do you plan

to?

A. 1feel, and we do keep all the for-
mer Presidents briefed, and b
them up to date on s that we've
done, and so forth, so I talk to him

xg once in a whlle, like today, to
y happy birthday. Gerry?

Simplifying Taxes

Mr. President. In
lig%t of the cﬂw es in jobs with Mr.
Regan and Mr.

aker, do you

plan to make a greater push on sim-
plifying the tax system, and do you

think it has a better chance ofgettlnu

Consressional approval?

Gerry, whether that will help or
not all of us — the two that are chang.
ing fobs and m !self. as wel| as others
— are totally dedicated to trying for
the tax simplification. Now I know
that some have suggested that maybe
we're putting that on a back burner —
00, we have been so busy and put top
pﬂomy on getting a budget read

and with regard to that tax sf y

Ln it
from various sectors of lhe buslngs
world out there and from society, and
also dealing with people on v.ha HilL I
believethanh[g gnize that there

ere t.lm may be op-
tions to choose or not to a md as
soon as we get a budget in sl

present it, then we will 89 (nto l.hs
same lengthy process we've been in

They now are also

them
ec&nb&

s you, I'm sorry. Why don't
you all ﬁ' mgether and find some
way in which I'don’t have to leave so
many hands in the air?

pcomlng arms negm.{&
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